February i8 , 1967 


Dr. Robert H. Bahmsr 
Archivist of the United States 
Washington, D. C. 206.03 


Dear Dr. Bshmers 

Your letter of February 16, 1967, Is a partial answer to 
nine of December 16, January 2 and 11, and my letters ©f January 
10 and 11 to Mr. Johnson. There are a considerable number of un- 
answered requests remaining. If you desire, I will review this 
correspondence and prepare a new list. 

- I would appreciate copies of each of those reports relat- 

ing to Father McChann that you enumerate, unless one Is Exhibit 
294-3. I would also like copies of those additional reports relat- 
ing to Tom Dillard. 


There Is what I take to be a typographical error in your 
reference to page 196 of' Volume 6. This is the testimony of Bone Id 
Fischer, not Dillard. If you check the reference I gave you, you 
will find that Dillard testified he took a third picture, and it is 
tills picture and anything else relating to it about which I inquired. 
It is not a picture pf the Depository Building but was taken toward 
the Triple Underpass.' 

May I ask you to clarify your explanation of the insertion 
in the testimony of Mrs. Helen Markham? Are the words, M referring 
to telegram* , whether or not typed, added to the original typescript 
or do they appear in the line of typing? 

Mr. Hankin’ a letter to Mr. Marshall Kaufman may be a re- 
flection of Mr. Hsnkin’s opinion, but it does not in any way answer 
my questions about Mrs. Kennedy’s testimony or about the nature of 
the President’s wounds. Mrs. Kennedy was the only close eyewitness 
of her husband’s murder. Anything she had to ssy about it interests 
me, whether or not it did Mr. Rankin. This relates to any and all 
motions , opinions, observations, etc. And I still went to study it. 

However, the first sentence of Mr. Rankin’s letter excites 
s© for in it he refers to Mrs. Kennedy having seen these wounds, in 
the plural, ”at the moment of impact”. This is contrary to both 
the Report and the testimony with which I am familiar and is enough 
in itself to impel me to renew my request as expressed previously. 
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That Mr. Rankin 
elsewhere in no way addrs 
Mrs. Kennedy saw. 


found ” ample evidence' 1 about these wounds 
ssas itself to my desire to analyse what 
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. 1 wa _ nt fco be certain I do not misunderstand vour latter 
d that noz inadvertently overlooked any psJt of mine. 

Are you saying I can examine Bullet 199 and 
jeats attributed to it and found olaaw^r.nd IlKid to tete 
D'-an associated with the assassination? 

Bo you have the spestrographic analysis? 

. _ y° u have the two original copies of the 

and those frames made by Life and • t - &JE>ruds * fila 

not printed fn svhii-,* ► SA^mZ- delivered to the government and 
not printed in SsMbit 8 dp? Tnxe is in addition to Frames 203-212. 

Bo you have the curbstone? 
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Sincerely, 


darold W'eisberg 



